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contagion. In the case of Minucius Felix, however, the peculiar posi- 
tion of his Octavius in the transition from pagan to Christian Latin and 
its surprising dependence upon its chief source, the De natura deorum 
of Cicero, suflBciently explain the importance and the interest of such an 
investigation as that here presented. Ausserer finds his starting-point 
in the four forms which Zielinski in the well-known study Das Klausel- 
gesetz in Ciceros Reden has shown to be the favorite clausulae of 
Cicero. To the first three of these belong approximately 95 per cent of 
jihe 679 clausulae of the Octavius, while the fourth is but slightly repre- 
sented and a few other metrical combinations of a rather bewildering 
variety are also discovered. 

Probably the greatest interest of this investigation is to be found in 
the possible light thrown upon the dark places of the readings of the 
one poor manuscript in which the Octavius has been preserved. Some 
seventy passages are discussed by Ausserer from this point of view, and 
it is noteworthy that in several instances (e.g., labiis pressit, chap, ii) 
the reading of P is preferred on metrical grounds in opposition to the 
emendations accepted by modern editors. 

The text of Boenig has been followed in the main, while for the con- 
venience of the reader, references are also given to the edition of Halm 
in the Vienna Corpus. 

Edward A. Beohtel 

TULANS UnIVBESITY 

Plato, Apology of Socrates and Crito, with Extracts from the 
Phaedo and Symposium and from Xenophon's Memorabilia. 
Edited by Louis Dyee, revised by Thomas Day Sbymouk. 
With a Vocabulary. Boston: Ginn & Co., 1908. Pp. 246. 

This is a revision of the Cron-Dyer Apology and Crito, to which 
Professor Seymour has added other passages with commentary, a 
vocabulary, and indices. The notes have been simplified and better 
adapted to the needs of the American schoolboy. 

The critical notes are limited to a list of the changes from Dyer's 
text and another list showing the deviations from the texts of notable 
German editions, viz., the Cron-Uhle ed. of the Apology and Crito, 
Wohlrab's Phaedo, Hug's Symposium, and the Breitenbach-Milcke ed. 
of the Memorabilia. One readily accepts the changes from Dyer's text, 
except the bracketing of TrdXai Apol. Sid which removes an effective 
reijetition; less readily, some of the deviations from the texts of the Ger- 
man editors. The following readings, adopted by Seymour, are open to 
criticism: Apol. 22a, Iva luoi. The conjecture of Stephanus Zva \x.-l] fxai is 
now confirmed by A and the Armenian version. Socrates' assumed 
" attitude of opposition," shown in his effort to refute the oracle ( COS .... 
iXir^iiiyv 21 c), is kept up consistently in this and succeeding passages (cf . 
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0)5 ... . KaToAiji/'dfiei/os 22&). — 24a, Tois avTOLs is ill-suited to the context, 
whereas either Heindorf .=! tovtok airoTs or avrols tovtok which is implied 
in the Arm. vers, gives the desired meaning. — 26e, fiiev is unnecessary 
and has little support. — 316, ^eiroi, though accepted by Baumlein, does 
not go well with the koi that precedes or the Si that follows. Read iiiy 
(Cobet's conj.) with W or accept GObel's attractive emendation KatVot d 
liev Ti. — 31d, avoXioXr], 36a, airoTrecfKvyri should have the augment; of. 
Schanz XII, p. xii, Meisterhans 170, 6.— Crito 46a, Si n. Prefer S'lri; 
cf . In 1. 24. 

The commentary contains many corrections and improvements on 
Dyer's notes. The following points, however, may be criticized: 25b, 
Tovvavriov Trav. It is somewhat better to explain this as being in apposition 
with the following sentence than as an adverbial accusative. The same 
is true in 34a, where it is not the object of oipija-eTc, as the punctuation 
would seem to indicate. — 26d, war' ovk elSevaL. ov is due to the indirect 
discourse, as Professor Gildersleeve showed in his review of Dyer (AJP 
VI 523; cf. VII 174, XXI 110). Yet S. still keeps most of Dyer's note.— 
27d, tovt' av at], ^avai is not "appended" to the relative clause. It 
explains tovto the subject, not the relative clause which is the predicate. 
— 35c, o/jiiofioKev ov xapield-^ai. ov does not go with the inf., as S. thinks, 
but with onwfWKev (cf. AJP I 49). S. finds ov in the dicasts' oath (ovrc 
xdpiTOi eveKo) and believes that this ov is retained here in indir. disc. But 
"ofiwfu .... is perfectly steady" in taking /jlt^ after it. Since this and 
other negatives are discussed, a note is needed on "oracular" /x-q 21a, 
deliberative /jltj 22e, and ov in a protasis 34c (ei=oTt). — 416, ayovra. S.'s 
note to the effect that "extreme accuracy [in the use of tenses] is not 
aimed at" here, is hard to understand; cf. his "indifferent" in the note 
on 26d 22. ayovra = " who was the leader of," the durative tense causing 
the mind to dwell on the exercise of the office of leader, ayayovra which 
most editors adopt is simply "who led." — Crito 44c, <us olds t'wv. The 
participle expresses cause or ground of belief, not concession. — 49e, StKaia 
ovra, 50a, StKatdis ovcriv. No notice is taken of Professor Shorey's note 
(CJ II 80) in which he shows plainly that these participles are not supple- 
mentary but circumstantial, that they do not take the place of the usual 
inf. in indir. disc, after ofwXoytiv, as Goodwin, Klihner-Gerth, and Stahl 
think, but denote limitation or condition. 

Some small errors have been noted: P. 7, 1. 35, Phidippides for 
Strepsiades; p. 43, 19 note, omit co-rt or the note that follows it; p. 49, 
8 n., cro<^o9 for a-o<j>ov; p. 56, 1 n., 33d for 31b; p. 117, 32 n., fin. for init; 
p. 194, changes from Dyer's text at 28d 30 and 31d 12 have been omitted; 
pp. 194-5, omissions occur in the other list at 23d 14, 27e 34, Sid 13, 33e 

25, 36a 7, 416 37. 

Charles W. Peppler 
Emory Collkgb 



